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;(1,%!. YEA I97 ONTiVFING iiUUGF1 !IECOXYENDATIONS

::0!t ILL1NoIS PUBLIC COMMUN!TY COLLEGE SYSTEM

Introduction

rhe public- tatter college system came into existence by legislative

enactment on Jttly 15, 1965. This legislation set flat grant tunding at

the rate ot $11.50 per semester credit hour for Class I junior colleges.

These levels fundiug and this method of distribution were used during

the 74th and 75th biennia (fiscal years 1966 through 1969). The funding

totaled 24.7 million and $40.9 million respectively for the two biennia.

Since only Class I colleges were still in operation, a single flat

rate !,t: $15.50 per semester credit hour was adopted for PY 1970, resulting in

an appropriation of $34.8 million. The 50 rate was maintained for

FY 1971 and totaled $42.3 million.

The funding plan adopted by the 77th General Assembly for FY 1972

maintained a flat rate grant of $15.50 per semester credit hour ($48.2 million)

but added $1.05 million tor equalization funding for certain qualifying

districts, making a total approprition of $49.2 million.

In FY 1973 the flat grant rate was increased to $16.50 per semester credit

hour and an additional $2.50 was funded for each semester credit hour in

non-business occupational programs. The respective appropriations totaled

$54.2 million and $1.5 million. Eqdalization funding was retained and Increased

to a total of $1.4 million. Grants were also provided for approved public

se1-7ice and disadvant, :ed student programs ($750,000 and $1.4 million respectively)

bringing the ttal FY 191) appropri;ition to $59.1 million.

Durint; 7Y 1974, with the aid of a $1.54 million deficiency appropriation,

flat r,,nts were paid to community colleges at a rate of $18.50 per semester
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;11n [be apploprlation, was S86.5 million.

rens were iporopriated 1976 which were expected to prnvide the

I-11wfrul, :aces and amounts of Curl;

(1) variable Clat grants aemester credit hour rates
totaling $82.4 million as follx,rs--

(a) $19.20 for sunmier 1975 baccalaureate
and cccupotional courses, summer
1077 general stud=es courses and
La ')75-spring 1976 baccalaureate
and occupational coers,,,. (specified

at $21.70 in SB 471);

(b) $18.00 for fall 1975-spring 1976
remedial/developmental and vocational
skills courses (specified at $19.20
in SB 471) ; and

(c) $17.61 for fall 1975-spring 1976
other general studies courses;

(2) $5.80 for supplemental non-business occupational
semester credit hours totaling $4.6 million;

(3) $3.1 million for equolization grants;

$705,000 for public service grants; and

(5) $117,500 for grants for instructional programs
at correction institutions._

The appropriation for FY 1976 totaled $93.4 million. Since the appropriation

was based on an anticipated FTE enrollment of 145,000 and enrollments

exceded 171,000 and sitice no ieficiency appropriation was received, claims

have had to be prorated at the following rates:

Summer Baccalaureate/Occupational
Summer General Studies
Fail-Spring Baccalaureate/Occupational
Fall-Spring Remedial Developmental/

Vocational Skills
Fall-Spring Other General Studies

$16.82
16.60
16.00

16.50
14.95

A <pecial "Blue Ribbon" Committe appointed by the Illinois Board of

11Hhe: '(.111cation mot in 1974 and early 1975 to study community college finance.
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Tbe major ,-.011 eme o: thef.t. tieveh)p a formuld providirw.

d!ttrentlal iundin g based on the ,..';dr tl:e .tarious discipLtn.2.

Funds have been aplo.opriated for FY 1' t./7 L-n include tlie oil ouin, granrs

and rates based on the "Blue Ribhon" plan:

(1) Oredf.t hour grants as :.01low,--

Baccalaureate and Aca.lemic

Bu,i:iness,Pub.Serv.,Personal erv.
Data Processing, Commerc. Ttchnoic::,7

Natural Scienc.:!, Industrial Tec;x.ole:
Health Technology
Vocational Skills
Remedial/Developmental
Other General Stc.dies

Rate For Growth
1/1,000 Rate
$1.P.87 $.1j.21

16.93 11.F5
19.88 11.-2
24.37 17.06
37.01 25.91
13.96 9.77
14.17 9.92

5.36

totaling $95,934,500:

(2) Eualization grants totaling $6,118,500; and

(3) Disadvantaged student grants totaling $2,708,400.

A complete history of appropriarions to ft 03, bath for expenses of

the central office and for distribution E.: the colleges in the system, is

summarized in Table 1. A lirting of ao-c.ttionment funding rates since FY 1966

is listed below and in Table I:

Apportionment: Rotas for Fr 1966-1977

FY66-69 FY 73 FY 74 FY 75 FY 76 Fy 77
Flat Grant Rates
Approprilted 011.50 $1.5.0 $16.50 $18.50 $19.20 $18.932 $18.'26
Paid ;11.50 $15.50 016.50 $18.50 $18.12 $16.00 $ --- c
Suppl.Non-Bu'..Occup. --- --- -, 2.33 $ 5.00 $ 3.80 $ 5.8O ---
Equalization Rate :57.1:1_. -.1.0, $441. $46(1. S460 $5FC

.....--- ---- _.----- ,--,-7-(Foundation/
Qualifying Tax Rate)

aEstimated average
bEstimated averaT;e rate h,eci on 176,50i: -1;T: k-nt:-,1117.erlt

cAti:lorhd by credit hour :grants
dEgtvilizarin funding was ;nittdte,: in FY

7
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Statement of

BctOrv t:Ic various data and calculatiL.ns are presented lustily In

numbets the need Cor increased operating funds for FY 1978, Something should

be slid in narrative About the need for the proposed increase.

Tht grant rate apportioned to community colleees increased from

$11.50 (per semester credit hour) initially in FY 1966 to $15.50 in FY 1970,

from q.5.50 to $16.50 in FY 1973 and from 51o.5() to $18.50 Ln FY 1974

in recognition of the increased ceit of operation b.-ought about in part

by inflation. Then in FY 1975, after the General Assembly failed to provide

enough supplemental funds, flat grant rates were prorated frem the proposed

$19.20 to $18.12--a reduction from the previous year. The General Assembly

failed to provide any supplemental funds in FY 1976 and credit hour grants

were prorated from $18.93 (average of three rates) to $16.00--in spite of

the fact that the Governor had included a 521.70 figure in his initial budget.

In FY 1977, if enrollments increase only a projected 176,500 FTE,

credit hour grants will be paid at-an average of $18.12, which includes the

funds formerly paid out as supplemental vo-tech rates. Should these rates

be excluded for comparative purposes with previous years, the average

credit hour grant rate would be approximately $17.00.

In summary, in the three yii Period of FY 1974-FY 1977 state c.,:edit

hour grant support per studt,,t has .,ecreased more than 8 in a period when

inflation has increased la approximately 25%! To further compound the

problem, local tax revenue per student has steadily diminished since assess-

ments have not increased nearly in proportLon to enrollments. The inevitable

effect r .:ch reduced state and local re-.'enee is to force tuition rates

hieher and also to force community college li_stricts into various forms of

1. 0
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Tuition hat. incteaned in all but seven district between

fq1/. ani 1977 with several increaf;ing mere than 1007. (It

ied 1ncomprehon4ihle that the Governor aad the General Assembly have

refused to permit: universities to increase their tuition any luring that

.ime period of t(me.) Colleges have also reported in RAMP/CC deficits in

the foim of working c.ash funds, tax Anticipation warrants, and general

obli.;ttion notc:1 of more than $57 nil licn n FY 1976, $70 million in FY 1077,

1:1d ';' million in FY 1978.

ince tuition increaser, and borrowing still have not provided the neechd

fundl, many colleges have bewin to take other measures to reduce spendle

including--

1. hiring ,,reater numbers of part-time facult. ,o repla-e
full-time faculty (part-time ciculty are otLen paid at
nie-third, et less, the rate of tull-time faculty);

freezing salaries (in the case of one college, for three
consecutive fears);

3. .leferring implementation of, and in some cases cutting
back, prograJis and services.

deferring maintenance and equipment replacement; and

5. increasing class size.

While reduced spending is politically popular, it tends to become an end

in itself. The inevitable victim of revenue reductions of the duration and

magnitude experienced by the community colleges is the student and the

quality of education he or sae receive:

While c,ross comparisons are frought with some danger, it is at least

interestini.,, to compare unit costs of Illinois public community col'eges with

of public community colleges in other states and with high school

iisfrftts in Illinois. The following chart shows that these three segments

wero ilmost at identical unit cost levels in FY 1973. However, by FY 1975

i
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pul,1!e o.s;munity colleges In ot or atato,: and Itt 11 lirto

Hdw51 di:.trkts had lucleased drastically 'wile 1111,1o1:;

ui, collcgo unit costs remained relatively stable t.:hd will

ptehahly experience a significant decrease in FY 1976).

Ave-Age Per rry, stud,ut opot.,it' '..:e!:ts

ry 1974 "1: 1975 Fl 1976
LItluois ksmmunity colleges $1518 q1568 .',..1.5T6 S1452
Other state public comm. colleges 1519 1645 lin *

Minot.; !Iigh school districts 1519 16,i4 1816 *

*Data unavallahle

C,..rtainly the experience in recent years with Illinois pablic emmlunity

:ollege expenditures when compared to either the rate of inflation or the

experierwe et other segments of education should be cause for concern

for those Interested in providing quality educationparticularly when

one examines the steps that have had to be taken by the Illinoi community

colleges to reduce their expenditures.

8



The FY 1978 Operating Finance Plan

The FY 1978 operating finance plan is based on the funding plan

developed by the "Blue Ribbon" Committee which was formed in 1974 by the

Illinois Board of Higher Education to study community college funding.

,A special Ad Hoc Committee consisting of community collE trustees,

community college presidents, and ICCB members and staff was appointed by

the Illinois Community College Board (ICCB) in May of 1976 in an attempt to

resolve the many interpretation differences which had surfaced in FY 1977

in coSting out the "Blue Ribbon" plan. It is believed that many of the

differences haverbeen resolved by this Committee and the plan and budget request

presented herein has the support of the entire community college system.

In summary, the FY 1978 funding plan for the public community colleges

inclUdes the follow.ing funds to be available for the community colleges to meet

their projected costs of $299,675,000 for 185,500 FTE students at

evedit hour:

Revenue

Revenue Item, Amount of ReJenue Per Credit Hour

$53.85 per

% Of
Total Revenue

Local-Tax Contribution
Tuition and Fee Revenue
Other Local Revenue
Total Local Revenue
Federal-Funds
Otlfer State Revenue
DAVTE Vo-Tech Grants
ICCB Equalization Grants
ICCB.DisadvantSEudent Grants
Iccp Collection.Loss Grants

ICCB Credit Hour Grants
Total'State ahd Fed. Revenue

Total FY 1978 Revenue

$ 81,630,000
59,935,000
4,477,000

($146,042,000)
8,977,000

11,289,000
5,677,000
6,983,000
3,000,000
1,924,000

115,783,000
($153,633,000)

$14.67
$10.77
$ .80

($26.24)

$ 1.61
$ 2.03

$ 1.02
$ 1.25
$ .54

$ .35

$20.81
($27.61)

27.2%
20.0%
1.5%

(48.7%)

3.0%
3.8%
1.9%
2.3V.

1.0%
0.6%

38.77

(51.3%)

$299,675,000 $53.85 100.0

The format of this section will be to present the funding plan mechanics

alonz with a dollarigure which is generated by those mechanics on the left

page and to ?resent assumptions, definitions, and other forms of explanation

on the right page. ;111e,plan will be proceded by a listing of major

difference.s betweefi the proposed FY 1978 plan and the plan actually enacted

for FY 1977',...,

9
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Illinois Community College Board

MAJOR DIFFERENCES BETWEEN FY 1977 COMMUNITY COLLEGE FUNDING
PLAN AND PROPOSED FY 1978 FUNDING PLAN

FY 1977 Community College Funding Plan

1. Other general studies courses funded
only at 50% of formula difference.

2. lc reserved for public service
activities and half of other general
studies courses.

3. Enrollment growth funded only up to
70%.

4. DAVTE reimbursement averaged for
funding catego,:ies 3, 4, and 5 (data
processing/commerce technology;
natural science/industrial technology;
health technology courses.)

5. Apparently IBHE staff did not include
any restricted purposes revenue in
the calculations.

6. Unweighted mean tax rate used with no
adjustments for nonoperating funding
plus lc reserved for public service
and other general studies.

7. Used a median tuition rate applied to
projected FTE enrollments.

8. A uniform 3 ollection loss was
applied sta,ewide.

9. Disadvantaged student grants were
calculated on proportion of federal
funds reserved for economically
disadvantaged students.

14
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FY 1978 Community College Funding Plan

1. Other general studies courses funded
at 100% of formula difference,
similar to other seven categories.

2. lc reserved for only public service
activities.

3. Enrollment growth funded at the
same percentage level as basic
rates, but only 5% enrollment
growth requested for FY 1978.

4. Actual DAVTE reimbursement amounts
applied to four of the five
vocational "technology" categories;
to possibly be submitted through
ICCB.

5. Restricted purposes revenue in the
amount of 75% was included as rc.venue
since the ICCB staff estimates that
these items are included in unit cost.

6. Actual operating tax rates for
each distr::.ct for budget year are used
with adjustments for transfers to
noncperating funds and 1C reserve
for public service activities.

7. Used estimates of colleges for
actual tuition and fee revenues as
reported in RAMP/CC but not to
exceed 20%'of the unit cost.

8. Actual collection losses for each
district are calculated.

9. Disadvantaged student grants
funded on the basis of educationally
disadvantaged students defined in
direct relation to students
enrolled in remedial/developental
courses.



FY 3077 community College Funding Plan

10. Credit hour grants reimbursed as regular
mid-term and supplemental claims filed
in TCCB office.

11. Projected uniform EAV growth.

12. 'Used other than local revenues in
determining the standard local
contribution for equalization purposes.

13. Correctional instructional grants not
included.

14. DAVTE monies not considered as an ICCB
responsibility.

15. Used a combination of three "averages"
in determining unit costs and credit
hour grants.

10/1/76
11

FY 1978 Communit:; College Funding Plan

10. Credit hour grants to be paid
quarterly to each district (proposed
by the Council of Presidents and
still under consideration by ICCB
staff).

11. Used actual district projections
with no uniform rate being
applied for EAV growth.

12. Used only the local (tax and non-
district chargeback) rovenue for
determining equalization funding.

13. Correctional instructional grants
included as an ICC& responsibility

to be submitted as a separate
appropriations request.

14. DAVTE monies may be funded through
ICCB.

15. Used a weighted average in
determining unit costs and credit
hour grants.



",iECEIANICS
11"dOSED OPERATING MING

PLAN FOR FFiCA1, YEAR 1978

F4eriaation Total Operating
.1.esource

Requir ,T.),ents

r,alculate the actual FY 76 instructional

,losts and credit hours
generatd tor each

iustaictioaal category f.or each district.

the instructional
category costs and

credit hours and divide the total cost

by thc total credit
hours to obtain a

stat6ide average unit cost for each

category (weighted mean).

TOTAL COST OF FUNDING PLAN ELEMEZS

With Explanation of Calculations

The statewide
average unit cost is 348.40

per credit hour for all

instructional
categories combined,

C. Adjust FY 16 statewide unit cogs by

instructional eatec;ory to reflect

an7jcipated cLanges in general prices,

and salaries betv,een FY 76

FY 78,

:ncrease credit bout
enrollzents in each

instrvAionai
uto.gory by 3% for E 71

and fN. FY 7R,

E. Multiply C above by
30 and t' y D

above for each
instructional L.,-..!gory and

SUM the products to determine total

operating resource requirements.

16

Estimated to increase
31/2"/ for FY 71

based on knovl
revenue levels, and

713 for YY 78 (61/47, for price

increases, 15% for
utilities, 11/270 for

salaries)--$53,85 per credit hour.

Estimated to increase
from present

level of 111,576 by 1% in F7 71 and

by SI la IY 18 to a level of 15,500.

COST PER

CREDIT 11011

UI" MIN
PIZ ELEENTS

S31,11 U credit burs 18,500 = .499,675,000
$51.85



Determination of Total Operating Resource Requirements

Unit costs utilized herein are based on data received from all of

the 38 districts. These figures are presented in the following chart.

FY 1976
Statewide

Weighted Mean
Unit Cost

Baccalaureate $49.76
Business and Public Service $45.78
Data Processing & Commerce Technology $55.67
Natural Science & Industrial Tech. $58.63
Health Technology $79.77
Vocational Skills $39.21
Remedial/Developmental $36.13
General Studies $39.10

Average $48.40

The Illinois Community College Board agreed to apply the same projected

inflation factors for general prices, utilities, and salaries as will be used for

the universities for FY 1978. The best judgement of the ICCB staff at this time,

based on a review of Chase Economics, Wall Street Journal, and Higher Education

Prices and Price Indexes is that general price increases will be 61/2%, utility

increases 15%, and salary increases 71/2% (7% for faculty and administrators and

97 for civil service personnel) for .an overall average of 71/2%. Hence, after

applying a factor of 31/2% for increases for FY 1977 (based on known revenue

availability), FY 1978 unit costs were increased by 71/2%. These calculations are

reflected in Table 2.

Table 3 shows the actual FY 1976 enrollments by fundim7 ..-ategory. It should

be emphasized that the 3% (FY 77) and 5% (FY 78) projections ;tc.).aling 185,500 FTE)

are nc, as much projections of actual enrollments as they are of enrollments

which should be funded.

13



Dist. Community
No Colle e

Table 2

Illinois Community College Board

TY 1976 Unit Cost By Instructional Program Area
In the Public Community Colleges of Illinois

Bus. 6
Pub, Ser.

Revised 11/15/76
All Districts Included

D.P. & Nat. Sci. Health Gen. All

Comm. Ind. Tech. Tech Voc. Skills Sem/pev. Studies Inst.

MI Kaskalkla 549.61

46-12

$49

47 :. 10111=MnI1
66.06

2 '4EM=Mil
6

5416
74.04

JA
M=MINIMINIMI

44 72

53.04

imam
4 30
48 84
47. 2/Q1___-_NI1Us

503 Black lInvk 47..4 4 .61

31cck Hawk Q.C. 43,56 41.68 'Immo 57.56 74.61 38.1i 41.29 34.0

Blacli_llaia_Alt- .87
3 40

60.23 mum. 69.48 IMENENIMMUIMII IMAM .

504 Trltob 42 05 61.54 74. 4 49.53 41.19 MEM 50 74

305 Parklaal s '

44_55

. ^ F ISINWIRUM
IIET31141111510111

506 5AWL.Yeill..t2
49_42 69 04 WT1 48 60 50.47 so. 51 MIMI

508 Chlcas2 57.73
o Mann

Rennv4 . : 111P1IFE11111103102111 56.02 MEM 39.97
. MAIM

Loo. 50.21 49.96 69.66 42.67 58.08 35.2' 11112= 51.19

Malcolm X 60 ' INEIRMIlif31MINENT11111ETIFY3IM3137MMEMINTICIIMR1311
-

. . 133131111711MMINTI11111MMIMIDIMIIIMFINIMILMNITIMINI
IISMIMIMW=IMMISMITrinallMIIMMIIMMUUMWMEMIEMI
IMELIMMETIONIENSIMMIMITUNIENTIMI=11=W1/31111
EIMMIMUMENNOWFAILERMIIIMITM

MEENIMMIMMEMINIMEMIIMIEHMINEIREEM
IIMEIMMIMMIIMIIMINITIRMI

a

40.41

WNE1111

Olive-H arvey

Southwest 51.70
iiilSar Wright 524

MIM11=1131137111331311113BMIFF*11=111ff1M
49.0

Skills Center
o. gin

a , ornton

Mgymil=AM
511 ,..).,K ta. e'; 44 09 4 44 96 NEXEMINEWOOMI3310ENI 42.15 111131111111ME111
312 ---7.,i11.ari R. Harper 5. 51 63 EMT= 87 47 MIIMINI 40 18 MM. 50.20

513 aTinois ai1ey 48.85 37.0 50.65 MINIM 51.35 =UM. 47450 49.64

-57-4-- 111inols Loncra, 50 . '7 43 6 a MilIEMIMMEM 52 69

515 Pratrie State 1.91 WIC= 51.89 49.60 MM. 30.99 INEEEMIEUUEMI 44.90

516 'eaubons'e 3112313311=MMIKEIMMI
MMITINIMMIIIIKINTRIEIMMINIRNMMIMIIMm-mmIWKI101

71.27 KIES=11133113M11133131WOHNI
317 Lake Land
513 Carl Sandbur. 45.22 ourrmmuswim 55.27 MEMEIMIENCIMMMMTWMIEMEEIMMIIMMINIM

46.66 IIMIEMI519 HLgnlann IIIEEINE11 48.17
40,61 39.63

61.40
54.42

74.80
66.50

65.52
KIMEMMEEMMIIKIRIM520 Kankakee

521 Rend La'<e 48.58 1112EIRE11111102104111 58.07 MEM 52.08 62.30 11122113111111111111

522 Belleville 41.31 mysimumgamminmEBENNEREEm 46.32 43.94 MU=
46.92

523 Kishwsukee 43.88 IIIMENE011111103100111 54.49 .33iNEEKEIIMIMIIMI 44.16

524 Moraine Valley 43.34 43.69 56.47 50.76 88.47 35.58 IMINSIMMIEMI 45.42

525 Joliet 46.74 immillimmill i33.84 IMEMEMEMIKOMMEECE 48.68

525 Lincoln Land 57.84

6 ;

1110E10E11111123133111
IIIMUMIETIMIE
IIIIERVIIMMIFII133115
EIMINIIMUMMEMIEVEMIllraraUggignM
11111FIVIOMWT=IMIMINEMETAIIEMIIN

ISTWMIIMMIMEMMIENTOMMEWAMIEFFIMI

'

HUM
MITIM

6 99

53.04

MOM=
60.67

54 81

=WEI
EmmaMEMIMIIWWII

61 71

6_
50.72

527 Horton
i

528 McHenry_ 54 ".

;

529 Illinois Sastern
Lincoln frail
Olney Central
Wabash Valley .; MINZZE WWW1g731MMTIMMINTM

530 John A. ogan 44.30 53.26 68.73 63.24 54.75 IIIKEIDMIEMEM 40.05 IlallE111

531 gi,avnee 35,21 49.97 =go= 60.71 33.97 31.29 EWEN 41.61

532 1.ake 'aen:v 45.71 42.17 48.31 511.37 59.42 36.99 43.64 MM. 46.15

533 Southeastern 50.82 44.07 89.47 52.29 62.73 MEM= 44.81 IMRE r).

aoonn Itv,r 82.58 77.76 II 109.50 91.71 Ennui 67./9 61.00 4

3-35 Dakton 7 50.05._
41.72.

11T1U1111
63.69

7 .22

61.54

85.31

97.33

MIEBEIMMEM
54.56 41.87

47.66
4 .

54.67

535 1J!:s iv7,17-77-Tirk

537 Richland 65.9/ 65.27 89.82 INCHIR 65.68 69.20 81,34 68.26

TB-1,3bn './ood k .; 69 18 ImmErgEpommi 65.16 *

STATE WEIGHTED MEAN 49.75

48,2 EFIMOMMIIIMIIIMMI...11MIENS
55.36 50.94 61.94 I

79.77

55.23 I 98.75

39.21

43.63

11.60

11.60

36.13

40.20

=MU
1.111110

39.10 48.40

tat, Wetghted Mean v/o Chicawo 43.50

11.47
-0-
11.47

.

53.85
32 .03

21.82
1.02
20.80

11.26Z 2-year InflstIon
tanclard Total CoctrIbutlon 32.03 32.03 32.03 32.03 32.03 1111/MMINIMIMEMI

23.11 18.91 29.91

-0- 2.17 2.17

23.53, 14.74 27.74

32.20 56.72

4.34 7.21111=1311/IMEEM
28.36 49.51

abrotn1
GrantsAVTE

redtt Hall- Grnntn i

*Does not include Summer school
because the cellege initiated

operation during tha Pall term 1975.

14



Tatle 3

Illinois Cmunity College Board

FY 1976 MEAL APPORTIOWT FIT ENROLLMENT BY EIGHT FUNDING CATEGORIES

NUEINEZHAHE

t',CADEmr, pL.Ii Er0

OTHER TOTAL

DATA 400 NAT ECT HEALTH VOCATION REMEDIAL GENERAL

COMMUI IND TECH TECH SKILLS DEVELOP ; STUDIES
,

,-,

Ln

cm

10/116

t01 :,AMLIA

502 MPAOC

503 l'A.M1 OAWh,

504 TP110N

59 fAW[M
','AfLEY

,: ;/ ,11,1H LL

';'"ci IMW

509 1161N

510 3HO1N*

511 P.'11: vAlLEY

,,12 ,.,';0. c,*r gORPE

P.1.(iciS v;,LLEY

',14 IILIM rENMAL

515 N.AIRIL SfJE

516 laDOCCE

517 MT. LOD

CAL ,',Y.NMRG

1(/ MilLW

529 l/(E
521 1.4.M L4F,

522 FLIEVILLL

523 LISHWOrY:.

52.1 mik:PiiNE ALEY

51'i HOLIFI

';',,,I) LIN0111N LAND

527 McCON

520 MCHEAY

529 ILLINOIS EASTERN

530 JOHN A. LOGAN

531 SHAWNCE

512 LAME COUNTY

,533 SOUTHEAS1ERN

534 SPOON RIVER

535 OAKTON

536 LEWIS & CLARK

537 RICHLAND

539 JOHN WOOD

NE

5,U12

",,,116

4,iiY
2,11A

'7../1

1,o..)

!0,2A5

1,4,,,3

2,380

2,N1

41
1,3

1,',''.;°

1,1y

:,,,o.o

', '.,

,,

6P

2,691

740

2,96',

:::,';',i.

2,!2

'ill

652

2,059

910

60

2,144

421

346

2,209

1,346

A67

275

92,236

95

1,355

753

1,310

521

4:%1%

,.15,

3 9

464

739

A71

1,L5.:,

1,ff

ni

3!)')

,i4i

1-,,i

:86

736

267

1,053

'!;-..,i

246

276

375

197

283

1,050

140

91

373

741

151

68

24,028

0
58

114

409

00

:',',

57

1,275

06

117

91

2.,'

60

:18

159

31

76

45

26

I-.:.4

t

22?

50

157

236

79

60

56

69

14

40

105

,

16

127

90

21

6

5,243

193

509

617

763

403

:!,Y,

5513

1.349

207

107

-058

544

Ti'44
557

256

257

505

255

i41

1 50

339

5',;1

349

207

743

212

103

220

772

90

408

480

149

136

113

247

91

64

13,410

147

165

1T2

619

301

130

N
1,023

167

290

17(

103

125

338

204

120

131

163

65

122

72

223

79

252

81

140

105

3

197

122'

72

263

96

66

154

128

0

0

7,095

26

1

65

345

':3

,-,7
..,

47

2,290

30

39

-,

A
0
Q

49

20

32

.12

9

13

133

7,4

1.,1,

17

237

94

33

54

19

nrz,)
.._!,

76

61

23

24

29

167

37

14

0

4,730
c

,

24,

'16:.

1,02i

392

'I4

3'.5

53

1,628

95

e04

93

235

70

307

120

226

T.1

81

139

296

76

0
10?

409

414

102

69

154

119

221

456

59 ,

62

61,

69

0

27,442

*To be adjusted after audit correction of apportionment claims

114 1,461

109 8,817

131 5,264

323 9,588

61 3,696

37 2,070

65 2,150

. 31112 53,369 *

22 2,534

160 4,716

86 3,738

72 7,090

18 2,283

221 5,576

19 3,063

71 2,568

54 2,665

81

56

1,533

1,256

74 1,753

4.0
1/

1,393

186 4,976

26

15:6471';137

2,964

5,660T6

19 1,653

30

14,3221.337

133

i:77778 3

53 4,587

14 905

26 771

264

3,672

2,942.

19 1,132

0

171,177i6,592



MECIIANICS OF TIIE PROFSED OPERATING FUNDING

PLAN Fa FISCAL YEAR 1918

[1, Determination of Local Resource Availability

A. Tax and chargeback revenue

1. Use the actual operating tax rates tor

each district (or the minimum

qualifying tax rate, if less) for FY 71

and FY 18 adjusted to eliminate (a) the

effective rata of transfers to non-

operating funds and (b) the lo reserved

for public service activities.

2. Aultiply the rates for each district

A-1 above by the EAV estimates of each

district for 1916 (5R) and 1917 (54.

TOTAL COST OF FUNDING PLAN ELEMENTS

With Explanation of Calculations

FY 17 tax rates x 1976 EAV ; 2

plus FY 78 tax rates x 1977

EAV 2 after such tax rates are

djusted to exclude transfers to

non-operating funds and the lo

reserved for public service

activities-185,198,000

3, Reduce the results in A-2 above by the

estimates of each district for collection

losses for FY 78.

4. Increase the result in A-3 above by each

district's estimate of non-district

chaleback receipts for FY 18,

5. Sum all districts' estimated operating

ta ad chargeback revenue as adjusted

above to obtain a standard local tax

contribution,

22

Less collection losses of $4,880,000

Plus non-district charobacks of

)1,312,000.

COST PER

CREDIT HOUR

OP RIMING

RAN ELEMENTS

P1,630,000 $14.67



Determination of Local Resource Availability

Tax and Chargeback Revenue Since most districts receive revenue from local

tax levies in two different years, and roughly in equal proportions, estimates

of FY 1978 tax revenue must take into account levies made against both the 1976 and.

1977 equalized assessed valuations (EAV). (Roughly half the levy against

the 1975 EAV will not be received until aarly in FY 1978 and half the levy

against the 1977 EAV will be received in late FY 1978.) This calculation

procedure is shown in Table 4. It should also be noted that the tax

rates presented in Table 4 reflect two adjustmentsone for transfer

of operating revenues to non-operating funds (e.g. the site and construction

fund) and another (minus lc) for support of public se-vice activities.

The latter adjustment is in lieu of a direct state grant for public service

activities and has the effect of reducing the standard local contribution

and hence raising the credit hour grants, thereby providing indirect

state financial support.

Additional adjustments made for determination of estimated local tax

and chargeback revenue are a deduction for permanently uncollectable taxes

(see Table 5 for an estimate of such losses) and an addition of

nen-community college district chargeback revenues. Inter-district

chargeback revenues are no r. recorded since on a statewide basis they should

net out to zero revenue.



Table 4

Illinois Community College Board

1916 AND 1977 EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATIONS AND FY 77 AND FY 78 NET TAX RATES

FY 77

BLDG. &

EDUO,N:T

1976 EAV TAX RATE 197 EAV

',r1(d".1

, I Jul

r

0, I ;

).?1,0 945,000,000

r ()CIO C 1,11:Y; 1,116,000,000

1.E'f 1,651,2'1,001)

2,1150-217,000 2,47,102,0N

NM I 1,1r,1 LEY
0.1600 930,0,'.10,o00

2,11)4,1-3,00.r) 0.11'1 o .251 ,000,000

-15
,,,)0,11(}0 0,1 I 090,000,000

009

,:).11c,t) 00

1

'1,00 0

1,7)75,TP,',11.0

tiLH;,!i'J1

110,000,000

1,711,19,000

0,1;",,,,

1,

2,011),000,000
000

Pi1'111 LMID 1,4c70,600,000 0,180,) 1,V)0,)00,070

r:1!, 645,000,000 0.2100 61'i,(11,)0,'10

0,11N

LOCRN 1,,,r,c,',00C,

1130 JfliiN 1). LCAAN 01 l,000 0,7400

'511 ,c8AUNcL 163,104,000 0,2100

532 1;'116
18UNIY 1,168,000,000 0.1800 1,41:;,001),000

53S scUIHEAYiERN 190,700,000 0.2400 ?0 cl

534 Sr1.11N RIVLR 390,000,00C 0.2400 410,0°0,0,00

5f5 OE,T0N 1,720,000,000 0,11300 1,660,000,000

536 L{,W[S AND CLARK 960,000,000 0.1900 960,000,000

Rir8"AND 751,300,000 0,1800 766,300,000

139 JOHN 1,411.11) 450,000,00C 0,2150 450,000,000

TOT&L $50,730,165,000 -- $51,918,409,000

10/26/76

FY 78

BLDG. &

EDUC,iITT

TAX RATE

$0.:1400

0,1000

0,1.00

1.1400

0:22.00

0.1100

0.2100

0,1701

0,2170

0.1100

0,1200

0,1010

0,1600

0.1M0

0,1100

0.1200

0.1150

0.1400

0.1790

0,1500

0..150

0,18U

0.1400

0:2100

02,4,00

0.1W0

0,2400

0,2100

0.1790

0.1900

0,1300

0.2150

PRXECTED

ONL-1111F 02-11ALF ET TAX

NET TAX REVENUE NIT TAX REVENUE REVEWS

LEVIED FOR FY77 LEVIED FOR pas FOR FY78

$

is

39L,,')00

5V,(100

1)) 46410

917,000

758,1A

909,225

1,417,110

744,461

1,215,110

471030

5;,7,000

504,10

462,000

156,435

!.22,800

1,305,,00

/74,000

195,,,24

220,1140 229,000

460,009 492,000

1,5480130

912,000
91I'.,000

676,170 609,670

403,750 483 79
$40,928,715 $44,268,930. $85,197,645

$':12,400

1,'1,5,000

1,6,100

1,113,0'6

1,612,603

325,500

596i16

10,391,107

1,025,325

781,200

1,012,230

2,305,303

184,000

2,115,940

481/,;00

579,000

u,10,6:0

411,300

170,171

328,090

383,8 La

1,956,1/5

1,q1,000

774,000

455,00

589,232

4:1,315

210,000

1,276,200

$i,(12,900

1,517,250

2,822,170

2,223,313

771,000

1,r0,37

21,74,8q

1,997,3:5

539, 300

1 , 942, 067.

3,702,63u

1,520,466

4,031,000

960,050

1,146,000

1,02,019

940,a0

'1,050,600

651,/,00

2,070,000

742,625

3,750,272

3,115,000

2,646,000

1,540,000

892,500

1,166,476

955,631

405,724

2,507,400

457,9'20

960,000

3,040,060

1,824,000

1,365,040

967,500



4"
Table 5

Illinois Community College Board

ESTIMATED TAX COLLECTION LOSSES - FY78

Dist. Collect Loss

College Rate

Collection Loss
Amount

Collection Loss
Amount Above
Average Loss*

501 -".Kaskaskia.) . .0094 $ 10,000

502 . DuPage :0250 108,000

503 Black Hawk .0102 17,000

504 Triton. .0292 95,000

505 Parkland - -

506 Sauk Valley .0259 22,000

507 DanviZle .0024 3,000

508 Chicago .1400 3,192,000 .,869,600

509 Elgin .0351 78,000

510 Thornton .0598 100,000 3,010

.511. Rack Valley .0148 33,000

512 Wm. R. Harper .0499 242,000

513 Ill. Valley
514 Ill. Central

515 Prairie Sta:te : ).0702 75,000 13,034

516 Waubpnsee / .0303 38,000

517 Lake Land. 1.0384 43,000

518 Carl Sandburg
519 Highland

\,
520 Kankakee .0125 14,000

521 Rend Lake, A .0413 27,000

522 Belleville .0742 174,000 37,989

523 Ki.shwaukee .0395
:

32,000

524 Moraine Valley
525 Joliet. .0301 124,000

526 Lincoln tiind

-527 Morton' .0327 53,000

528 4 McHenry .0057 6,000

529 Ill. EaStern .0497 61,000

530 John'A. Logan - -

531 Shawnee .0411 18,000

532 Lake County .0108 29,000

533 Southeastern .0274 13,000 -

534 Spoon Riyer

535 Oakton :0501_
188,000

536 Lewis & Crark .0200 48,000

537 Richland.. .0299 44,000

539 John..Wood

TOTAL/AVERAGE .0580 $4,887,800 $1,923,633

*Amount recommended for FY 1978 funding by ICCB 11/19/76

cb
11/15/76

7
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TJZ:CS OF THE PROPOSED OPERATINC, FUNDING

PLAN FOP, FISCAL YEAR 1975

B. Tuition and fee revenue

Sum the colleos' RAMP/CC estimates

() tuition and general operating

.cudent tee revenues for FY 78, If

this figures exceeds 20% of the total

Instructional cost, the 20% figure

shall be used,

C. Add other local revenues such as sales

and service fees, interest on Invest-

ments, etc, as reported by each district

in RAMP/CC for FY 78.

D. Sum A, B, and C above to determine the.

"standard local contributian."

III. Determination of Federal and Other State

(Non-ECB) Resource Availability

28

A, Sum the districts' estimates for FY 78

of federal and other state (non-ICCB)

revenue (non-restricted and restricted,

excNding student financial aid) such as

10E funds (but not to include DAVTE)

to determine the "standard 'other'

contribution."

.

TTAL COST OF FUNDING PLAN ELEMENTS

'With LTlanation of Calculations

COST PER

CREDIT HOUR

OF FUNDING

PLAN ELEMENTS

Colleges' estimates totaled $64,500,000

but they werc bJsed on enrollment

increases not provided in the plan.

Adjustment for lower enrollments

(185,500 4 196,509 =94.4%)'

brought estimated tuition and fee

revenue to approximately $61 million

which calculates at $10.96/credit

hour, however 20% of the $53.85

unit cost projected for FY 78 is $10.77

which yields a total projection of... $59,935,000
$10.77

Other local
revenues were estimated at $ 4,477,000 $ .80

by the colleges in RAMP/CC.

Total "standard local contribution"
ls($146,042,000) ($26.24)

Federal and other state revenues

from both the operating and

restricted purposes funds totaled

$8,977,000 and $11,289,000

respectively when adjusted to

eliminate expenditures not included

in the unit cost .... $ 20,266,000

29

$ 3,64



Tuition and Fee Revenue - Colleges' RAMP/CC estimates of tuition and fee

(those fees assessed uniformly and which are used for operating expenditure

purposes) revenues totaled $64.5 million. However these estimates were based

on achieving enrollment levels of 196,509 FTE. Since the colleges' enrollment

projections were made (generally in July, 1976), the enrollment picture has

changed so that most estimates are not being realized during the fall term.

The estimates of tuition and fee revenue were thus reduced in accordance with

an ICCB estimate of 185,500--about 5.67 less than the projections which

were to generate $64.5 million.

The ICCB had also set a limit on "countable"'tuition and fee

revenue of 20% of the projected unit cost for any one year since it

felt that tuition and fee revenue should not continue to increase and

"subsidize" the state credit hour grant. In calculating FY 1978 tuition

and fee revenues, the 20% of projected unit cost for FY 1978 amounted to

$59.9 million in total or $10.77 Per semester credit hour, which is slightly

less than the estimate of actual receipts, $61 million.

Determination of Federal and Other State (Non-ICCB) Resource Availability

In estimating "other state" and f:.!deral revenue, it was necessary to

look at both operating and restricted purposes fund revenue estimates since

much of the restricted purpose fund revenue is used in calculating instructional

unit costs and therefore generates resource requirement estimates. Based

on an anlysis of several RAMP/CC tAles, it was estimated that 75% of

restricted purpose funds received from the "other state" and federal was

used for generation of credit hours. Hence 75% of total restricted purposes

fund estimates were added to the total operating fund estimates to

generate the $8,977,000 and $11,589,000 estimates for federal and "other

state" sources respectively.
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r,F,Ci.11H UIE mmEn (MATING FlIjDI"JE

[L\',; FOR FRAL IEAR 1978

n c)f ICO Apportionment and C,rant

(1Eluding DOTE)

Yum (qandard local contribtion)

istand:Ird other contribution), then

AbtraJ tis aa)unt from I-E,

, Calcatae equalization grants

c,alculate a "standard local tax

contribution" (11-A divided by 1-D),

Multiply the EAMin-district FTE

by the stltewide weighted mean tax

rate (as adjusted in II-A-11 and

subtract from the standard local

tax contribution alculated in above,

3. Multiply the result in 02 above by the

in-district FTE enrollments (adjusted

as in 1-D) in qualifying districts

and sum the products. (Equalization

calculation)

TOTAL (OST OF FUNDING PLAN ELEMENTS

With Lilanation of Caludations

COST PER

1EDIT HOUR

OF FUDINC,

l',I,AN!LEMENTS

675,000 minus($146,)0'i

$20,266,000) equals (S133,361,000)

44.5Z of :evenues to come from

ICCB and DAVTE

$81,630,000 ; 185,500 = $440

$85,198,000 ; $51,324,325,000 n 16.6

tfiX rate

Totals., ..$ 6,983,000 $ 1.25

*Adjusted to reflect one-half the difference between the statewide average collection loss rate and the actual
loss of districts with high collection loss rates.



Determination ef ICCB Apportionment and rirt Pes_ponsibility (Including DAVTE)

Equalization - After estimates av ii1b1e iocal (including tuition and

t'ce), federal, and "other state" revenue,i are e. eulated and summed, this total

is subtracted from projected total resourue needs to determine the responsibility of

the state for credit hour and special 6rants (including vo-tech grants

from the Illinois Office of Education-Division of Adult and Vocational

Education IDAVTC). DAVTE grants are ia::luded in this figure since it is

possible that such grants may be funded tugh ICC?, in the near future--perhaps

FY 1978.

Equalization grants were calculated similar to FY 1977. The assumption

is that a district should be able to raise a standard amount of 1al tax

revenue per student (weighted mean) by applying a standard tax rate (weighted

mean) to its equalized assessed valuation per in-district FTE student.

If it cannot, it should receive state funding to "equalize" its ability to

obtain local tax support. The calcul:Itions for FY 1978 are shown in Table

6. It should be noted that an adjustment was made for districts with

excessive (above the statewide average) tax collection losses. While the

ICCB was not interested in compensating for ail the inability

of local tax collectors to collect taxs (see Table 5), it did feel that

the state shc.Ild recognize the problem not to be under the control of local

districts receiving such revenue and should assume a portion of the

responsibility (50% of the difference between a district's actual experience

and the statewide average).

The justification for equalization funding is in terms of the extent

to which the ability of local community college'districts to obtain tax

revenue does in fact differ. Figure 1 graphically demonstrates the wide .

variation in equalized assessed valuation pL, in-district FTE student

and shows the impact of equalization on such disparity. While it is conceded

21i
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tilat ,1-actices, do vary (not always in the direction

ratio in e(ualization di.ltricts), it is inconceivnb1

r].,r nnAr r i qsc!;sment would come close to compen.:;2rirg for

liApartv between the district with the ldrEs-it FAV/!n-diskrict

tte h:;trit with the smallest FAVjin-distric:1 FTE.

Tr. ';11,; he!I Argued that equalizaticn districts are. "getting rich"

'ores-.7.:,i.iv in terms of state money as a percent f otal revenue) at the

expeno of m;n-equalization districts, but this is not true. Figure 2 shows

Ciat even with greater state funding per student (because of equalization

fnding) equalization districts are still generally lowest in terms of t1;e

total revenue av.ailable per student.
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Table 6

Illinois Community College Board

PROJECTED FY 1978 SPECIAL ASSISTANCE (EQUALIZATION) FUNDING REQUESTED FOR ILLINOIS PUBLIC COMUNITT COLLEGES

1975 FM

FY76 In-

Dist. &

Chbk.FTE

(C01.1 ; Co1.2)

1975 EAV/FY 76

In-Dist. and

Chbk.FTE

EAV/FTE Adjusted

For 501 of Collection

Loss Co1.4 x $440 mpus Co1.2 x

Differential .00166° Co1.5° 1.0815 c

(Co1.6 x Co1.7)

Total

Equalization

Grants *

501 $ 427,000,000 1,491 '12,911 212,771 453 0 1,613 $

3,536,'239,000 8,606 407,119 407,117 676 0 9,394 0
Yr, ila4K 1,136,777,000 5,254 216,269 359 5,602 A60,242

6,605 300,893 600M3 499 0 7,143 0

, 000 3,7.96 42314 423,350 703 0 3,565 0

th'ILLEY 557,000,000 2044, 272,505 277,205 452 0 2,211 0

2,026 214,113 214:113 4g 35 2,191 76,685

' C 12,230,.,'55,000 fl,000 230.169 221,307 367 73 57,320 4,184,360
875,000,000 2:608 335,506 335,506 557 0 2,821

THuRNION ,011,000,000 4,659 225,58'; 225,382 371 66 5,039 332,574

1, 55, 1 ,000 3,812 419,123 409,123 674) 6 4,123'

1-1(,101i 2,161,233,000 6,626 326,627 326,0 542 0 7,166

VALLEY 085, Y59,000 2,043 433,550 433,550 720 0 2,210

1' [NM CENTRAL

,)",f11'. STATE

2,611,000,000

876,00{3,000

5,195

2,857

400,517

209,114

400,577,

207,350

665

477

0

0

5,618

3,090

r.;16 E 925,000,000 2,601 355,632 355,632 590 0 2;013

'`.17 1,.0(1) 316,119,900 2,414 330,380 333,380 562 0 2,611

[qt11D1t11RG 655,000,000 1,358 482,327 402,327 001 0 1,469

369,704,000 1,258 293,1A0 293,540 407 0 1 ,361

`r(4,.;:L 009,)00 1,006 315X3 315,403 524 0 2,040 0
H Nr 1,346 196,13/ 176,137 326 114 1,456 165,984

BU 1 0,i1.11 1,M,099,900 4,7.19 312,3)9 109,7/9 514 0 4,595 0

405,023,000 1,556 260,:'98 260,290 432 8 1,683 13,464

54 M'JPA'q. VALLEY 1,627,416,000 5,323 305,146 305,746 508 0 5,757 0

Arr 1,99:::,099,000 4,6/6 426,647 426,647 700 0 5,057 0

N TAW 2,063 4111.;,i113 495,903 023 0 3,096 0

646,723,000 1,713 3-0,616 r7,655 627 0 1,23 0

579 HOENRY 610,000,000 1,336 45,,,537 456,587 758 0 1,445 0

529 ILLINOIS EASTERN 41:5,716,000 4,r9 110,310 110,370 183 257 4,466 1,147,762
537 ILION A, LOGAN 333,109,000 1,664 200,234 71.)0,2-)4 332 100 1,000 194,400

5SI 'Awry 163,104,000 1,755 129,963 129,933 16
224 1,757 303,968

137 LA1';1,,, 1:0PNTY 1,318,000,000 4,265 309.427 309,027 513 4,613 0

5;3 r.7ITULAS1ERN 1171,21,000 203,551 703,551 3313 102 1,012 103,224
9 34 360,501,000 7,1 -495,309 495,309 822 0 787

535 i '),'!Orl 1,623,001,000 2,967 547,01? 541,017 908 0 3,209

LNIc AND CLAN\ 886,800,000 2,n54 30,722 310,722 516 3,087

537 rIOLA,

.1210 wPrIn

736,600,000

450,000,000

1,21`:

501

606,255

094,632

606,255

094,632

1,006

1,485

0

0

1,314

544 0

TOTAL $49,361,252,900 161,297 176,606 $6,982,663

a
16.6; is the weighted mean tax rate for operating purposes (education fund plus building

& maintenance fiold'milius transfer to non-operating

finds minus lc reserved for local public service activities)
h
$440 i tna standard local tax coutribution divided by total projected FY 1978 FrE

`1.0W15 is the atatsuride projected enro11meat increase uniformly applied to all districts

*Amount recommended for FY 1978 funding by ICCB 11/19/76
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MECIZICS OF'THE PROPOSED OPERATING FUNDING

PLAN FOR FISCAL YEAR 1978

Cr;

Calculate disadvantaged student grants.

1:

1:71:rotat.: the total allocation for

clisadvantaged student grant

fto,l,,rams onpe basis 6fenroll-

mente in remedial/developmental courses

fo Y 78 and sum the results.

(Diadv,intaged student contribution)

D, CalcOlte each district's tax collection loss
.

and sum thisc amounts in excess of the

standard weightedaean,

E. Sw che districts' estimates of DAVTE funding

for FY 78 (DAVTE contribution)
,

. F, Subtract BAD, and E from A to obtain a

total credit hour contribution.

G. Calculate cJedit hour grants,

1. Calculate a "standard total contribution"

(II-D plus III-A plus IV-B plus IV-C plus

IV-D divided by I-D divided by 30) and

subtract from the median unit c in each

instructional category.

' 2, At additional subtraction is made for

DAVTEyocational grants in the

appropriate categories.

3. Mu1t1py the.rates calculated in #1 above

( ,

the'enrollments derived in I-D divided

y 30 fof each instructional category and

sum the products.

1

TOTAL COST OF FUNDING PLAN ELEMENTS

With Explanation of Calculations

COST PER CREDIr

HOUR OF FUNDING

PLAN ELEMENTS

The FY 1975 allocation of $2,708,400 w'as

increased by the 71/2% inflation factor

and the 5% enrollment growth factor and

rounded to the nearest $100,000 $ 3,000,000 . 4
A

Total estimated tax collection losses-

$4,887,000; total tax collection loss

in excess of statewide weighted mean...$ 1,924,000 $ .35

F,timates of the colleges totaled

$6,001,000. However, the adjustment

for enrollments made in step II-B

yielded a total of $ 5,677,000 $ 1.02

$133,367,000 $6,983,000

$3,000,000 $5,677,000 = $115,783,000

the ICCB credit hour grant responsibility

$146,042,000 + $20,266,000 -1:

$6,983,000 + $3,000,000 .1- $1,924,000

30 = $32.02, the standard total

contribution. An additional $7,21,

$4,34, $2.17 and $2.17 is subtracted

from instructional categories 1/5, #4,

#3, and #2 respectively.



ICCB Apportionment and Grant Responsibility (Continued)

Disadvantaged Student Grants In previous years, disadvantaged student

;:rants have been distributed to colleges based on the percentage a given district

has of total state monies received from federal sources for student financial

aids programs. The emphasis, both of the "Blue Ribbon" Committee and the Ad

Hoc Committee, has now shifted toward funding programs for the educationally

(rather than economically) disadvantaged. The ICCB has essentially concluded

that a sat sEactory definition of educational disadvantagement is to be found

in remedial/developmental course enrollments, realizing that this definition

may not reflect the academic placement policy of a given district. Table 7

shows the proposed distribution of such funds based on projected FY 1978

enrollments in remedial/developmental courses.

Tax Collection Loss Grants In determining net tax revenue available to

community college districts, an amount for collection losses was subtracted

from an estimate of gross tax receipts. This has the effect of spreading the

collection loss equally among all districts. The ICCB recognized that it would

be necessary to make some adjustments so that districts in excess of the

"average" would not be unfairly penalized. Therefore an adjustment was made so

that districts in excess of the statewide average would receive a direct

"special assistance" grant in the amount of the excess. Four districts are

affected by this adjustment and the grants total $1,924,000 (see Table 5).

Credit Hour Grants After all other sources of reverme are subtracted

from the estimated total resource requirements, the remaining amount is to be

distributed in the form of credit hour grants (see page 9) . It should be noted

that DAVTE contributions are not calculated as a part of the "standard total

cetntribution" but are accounted for as a separate subtraction based on an

estimate of tile relative reimbursement level by DAVTE for occupational courses.

If the ICCE should become responsible for the distribution of these monies,

that final subtraction would not be made and credit hour grants in the four .

occupational funding categories affected would be larger.

29



Table 7

Illinois Community College Board

DISADVANTAGED STUDENT ALLOCATION BASED ON FY 1978 PROJECTED FTE
(Approved by ICCB 11/19/76)

REMUJIAL
DEVEL0f.'

ETE

REMEDIAL
DITVELOP
CR HRS

CO2 *

X$3,37

1 '..);'.) 779 $ 2 , 6 "....). 4

1,!..11.',."1.4:.: 1 .:;':.'. 5 , .451 in , 3")"..?

'',..; Y1. ()CV 'Ii,"Ali.,
1r:1 T'ON

1,1.',:4

424
33,126
12,718

111,636
42,061

P40KLAND la8 5,643 '19,025
....A0k Vin'!LLEY

Of^1N!) I. L...1::

Yillf2n00

'-;0`.--' 1.1..I..., I N

r, 1 0 .i ;- 1 0 r.: N T 0 N

1.....;_iCK VAI.JJEY

HM. PA.INEY HAPPE
' , 1 ...'; i I i... I. N 0 I. .'.,.: (.)t.`11. I... E Y

'.
1 4 I I...L. I: NO .1: ,V CENTRAL.

F.;.; ''., T I,' 1. 1.:7. ,`,."Ci) ri:::
td,...);.J)',:(C,:ii).1.`.;1:::1.::

'.., 1 .." I.. i"'Ir;r.:: I... AN .0

1..:.()H_ .!:.,7'IM0DUR6

".,1? ILHA.H. ANC)

'...; :. ! 0 ! "'I 1' H.;,I.:)N; r:: L.:

L:;',"); ;;i::.il I) I.. A 1'; i.:-

......,r kr.m.:...:,,.q.LL.:...:

5..-!... I.A::.71illAUNEE

1 16
.1 65

2.1,228
1 03
<, 5 6

1 0 6

"25 4

76
3;:2

1 30
24 4

95
89

'150
32(..)
82

::'',!:.'1.)

4 , 300
4 , 964

636,030
3 , 00'2

20 , 681

3, 100
7 , e.):::?.'5

2 , '27 1
9 , 961

...); , 093
7 , 333
2, 8155
2 , (?.)2 0

4 , ':'.5 1 0
9,604
2,466
6,132
3,472

1 4 , 7('.)1

1 6 , 7:?.9
2,146,119

1 0 , 387
96,636
10, '7115

25 , 691.7.;

7 , (..') 54
33, 567
1 3 , 1 21
24 , 71 1

9 , 6 ",:..2.

0 , 057
15, 1 9 0
32 , 365
0,310

20,665
11,699

mOk'AINE YALLEY 4 .1 ,., 1 3, 2.30 44 , (..", 1 1

k n. ;.1. i" 443 13 , 302
. , ,. ! :',(....C11. N 1... A N D

:1,::;
2, 5,/....3

4.4, 029
p A :7, ,...

..
C I : 1 ; . i i : 1 0 1 1 0 3 , 309. 1 1 , .`, "';17.''

,.. ',.;:i11:-.1:-.:.'f' 75 2 ,. '239
'.:)'.'

T ;. , ; N c..1 I: .c.:: r.:: A :.; TERN i ,","7 4 , 997 1 ,:',:. , it.i 0
H. 1,1:IN ,), I... (.) CA N 129 . 3 , 8 6 1 1 :':;, 011

, . ', 1 , 1:0,1M1::11.:' "2.7. 1 6 , 943 23 , .....t (i' `?

..)i, ; n.:1Hri.'1" 493 1 4 , 7(.1'5 49 i:i' '')

';.., ,',.'HHHICATLPN
`,

-,1 `.7L tOr) 'I'CP.,'Li;:;:

71

2, 01'2
2, i 41 7 , 2 1 ,..i',

,...':, cli"sii.TON 284 .:3 , 5 3 3

c`..., 7-,;)

',... 1. 1... :.I i ..'.; .'. C: L.. ARK ',....! 0 ..,' f3 , 5 90
'2...',, 7 '...1,/,

20, `:.'..;...,

'..., .'. ,.' 1%. ; i H I. in, N i) 7 ".'; 2 , '239
L',',.-.) Jnni\I :J000 0 0

7 , 1.:.:,,4,.:

0
29,679 890,356 $3,000,499

NOTE: State Community College of East St. Louis is not recommended to receive
any of the total $3,000,000 recommended for the system for disadvantaged
student grants.

'IcThe projected credit hour rate ($3 million 4- 29,679 4- 30)

CM
/ 30 4 3



The "average" unit cost uti"zed in determining FY 1978 credit hour

grants was the weighted mear_ TL 2 ighted mean more accurately represents

actual expenditures in each :,:nding .ategory and more equitably distributes

the credit hour grants than would either an unweighted mean or a median.

The credit hour grant rates and the total amount of credit hour grant

funding, by category, are shown in Table S.

Table 8

Recommended Credit Hour Grant Funding for FY 1978

Credit Projected Total Credit
Instructional Hour Grant FY 1978 Credit Hour Grant
Category Rate Hours Funding
Baccalaureate $23.33 2,667,300 $62,228,109
Business & Pub. Serv. $16.74 805,290 13,480,555
Data Proc. & Commerce Tech. $27.74 170,040 4,716,910
Nat. Sci. & Industrial Tech. $28.86 434,940 12,552,368
Health Technology $49.51 230,130 11,393,736
Vocational Skills $11.60 153,420 1,779,672
Remedial/Developmental $ 8.17 890,070 7,271,872
General Studies $11.47 213,810 2,452,401

Total/Average $20.80 5,565,000 $115,875,623

Other Grants Previously Funded Through the ICCB Funds for public service

activities are no longer funded through the ICCB but are provided indirectly

by reserving lc of the local tax rate in calculating the standard local

contribution for funding purposes (see page 17 for further explanation).

Also not requested for FY 1978 are funds for initial grants (up to $100,000

per college) for new colleges, since none are anticipated, and grants for

instructional programs at correctional institutions. Funds for instructional

progrlms at correctional institutions may be sought in separate legislation

if it becomes apparont that insufficient funds will be available for such

purpo!-,,es through the Department of Corrections.

4 4
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Lliinuis Community Coll?ce Board Central Office

fUwir i. i brief explanation of th,?. proposed state funded line item
,udget increase or decreases for FY78. Additional detail breakdowns are
:ttAched for Personal Services. (This explanation does not include funds
provide] from the Scate Community College Budget).

FY77 FY78
Appropri- Budget

ation Request

PerF,onai Services $428,310 $521,960

An additionul $93,650 is needed to providcz. (1) a 7.5%
increa,e For inflation and 2.5% foi: annual

service increments and merit promotions; and (2) to
nw po,.:itions, including a deputy director, a posi-
tion that has been considered by the Illinois Cora:runity
Colle.ge Board during the past three years, and a
secretary for the deputy director.

Contractual Services
711is service is being increased by approximately 55%
which represents increased legal fees and postage.
rne ICCB in,reased the hourly rate of ICCB legal
counsel for FY77. Addition.1 funds are needed for
increase:: poszage (13c per oz.) and we are also
r,-questing $1,000 for some minor renovation in office
space. In addition, we are requesting funds to
,ipdhte :)nr ..erox machine, obtain a mag-card

typewriter, facilitate an evaluation of the ICCB
office (915,000), provide for consultants to assist
with our lS system, and begin microfilm services.

Travel

The TCCB staff feels that the increase of $8,000 just
meets the minimum needs for staff attendance at
Board meetings, advisory meetings, campus audits, and
to provide travel reimbursement for members of offi-
cial ICCB advisory committees as required by
-;ection 102-7 of the Public Community College Act.
Additional funds have also been included to provide
for the higher reimbursement rates in the new
:!:gher Education travel regulations; i.e., mileage
'.1as been increased from 12c to 15c and per diem and
lotel rates have also increased.

(:ommoditivs

are allowing an additional $1,400 for the increased
coc,ts of palwr. TMs amount is only to provide the
rrent rate of commodities being purchased In FY77,

increased costs.

4 5
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Printing $ 2,500 $ 3,000

The increase of $500 is just to provide for the
1-1Lreased costs of paper to allow us to continue to
produce the same number of issues of the Community
College Bulletin as we have in the past and other
items such as Red Book and other publications.

Equipment

An dditional :53,400 is included for a total of $5,200 to
!)e d fr:r the purchase of microfilm equipment and to
replace ob:iolete dictating equipment and typewriters.

Telocommunications

An increase of approximately $1,000 is needed for
increased costs, additional line costs for the new
Centrex Il system installed in FY76 and increased
line costs for data processing.

EDP - Electronic Data Processing

The Illinois Community College Board is attempting
to include in EDP all costs that are on a recurring
basis each year which were absorbed in the special
appropriation for MIS during the past two years
plus increased usage with the University of Illinois.

1,000 5,200

13,000 14,000

77,620 117,8C8

____Manilument Information System 15,000 -0-

rcd hy EDP

Research -0- 24,000

These funds will provide six grant projects to fund a
computerized ERIC document search service development
And computerized student flow and transfer study,
development of follow-up studies of part-time students,
development and testing of an enrollment projection
model and special analysis of part-time faculty in
the community colleges.

Retirement (@ 17.72% of payroll) 17 600 100,229
3.75% was appropriated in FY 1977

ag
10-4-76

Total $668,900 $956,447
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Table 9

Illinois Community College Board

RECOMMENDED FY78 ICCB OFFICE
STATE APPROPRIATION FORMAT

BUDGET IN

FY77
Proposed FY78
Budget Request

Personal Services $428,310. $ 521,960.

Contractual Services 85,470. 132,450.

Travel 20,000. 28,000.

Commoditie 8,400. 9,800.

Printing 2,500. 3,000.

Equipment 1,000. 5,200.

Teleommunications 13,000. 14,000.

Suh Total $558,680. 714,410

Electronic Data Processing 77,620. 117,808

Management Information System 15,000

lesearch Grants 0 24,000.

Total Operation $651,300. $ 856,218

Retirement 17,600. 100,229 (17.72-)

*Total State Appropriation Budget $668,900. $ 956,447

*Does not include funds utilized by the
ICCB office for administration through
State Community Cotlege's appropriation.
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Table 10
Illinois Community College Board

PROPOSED 1CCB OFFICE PERSONAL SERVICES BUDGET FOR FY78 (1977-1978)

FY77
Annual-

ized

Salary

State

Appropri-
ation EDP SCC

1. Executive Director $ 41,000 $ 41,000 $
2. Associate Director 28,100 28,100
3. Associate Director 26,600 26,600
4. Associate Dir2ctor 31,050 31,050
j. Associate Director 28,250 28,250
6. Associate Director 28,350 28,350
7. Associate Director 26 300 26,300
8. Assistant Director 20;500 20,500
9. Assistant Director 15,500 15,50010. Assistant Director 18,300 18,300

11. Assistant Director 18,300 18,300
12. Assistant Director 16,600 16,600
13. Assistant Director 18,400 18,40014. Assistant Director 15,000 15,000
15. Assistant Director 15,000 15,000
16. Assistant Director (2)14,400

$347,250 $313,350 $18,400 $15,500

1. Adm lnistrative Secretary 11,925 11,925
2. Secretary II, Transc. 7,850 7,850
3. Secretary III, Steno. 9,650 9,650
4. Secretary IV, Steno. 11,750 11,750
5. Accountant I 11,300 11,300
6 Secretary III, Steno. 10,360 10,360
7. Secretary III, Steno. 9,500 9,500
8. Secretary II, Transc 8,925 8,925
9. Secretary III, Steno. 9,425 9,425

10. Duplicating III 9,475 9,475
11. Secretary III, Steno. 9,650 9,650
12. Programmer III 11,400 11,40013. Key Punch II 8,625 8,62514. Account Clerk II 8,150 8,15015. Clerk II 7,400 7,40016. Account Clerk II 8,450 8,45017. Secretary II, Transc. 7 500 7 500

$161,335 $117,210 $20,025 $24,100
*Administrative Staff 34,725 31,335 1,840 1,55010% increase (7% for

inflation and 3% for service
and merit promotions).

*Civil Service 19,360 14,065 2,403 2,892122 increase (9% for infla-
tion and 3% for service and
merit promotions).

New Positions

Deputy Director $ 35,000 $ 35,000 $
Secretary III, Steno 9,000 9,000
Extra Help 4 000 2 000 1 000 1 000

(1) Total Needs $610,670 $521,960 $43,668 $45,042

*Includes adjustment of an additional 3% to absorb the deficiency for FY 1977
to be added to the proposed 72 (administrative) and 9% (civil service)
increasea.

(1) Does not include additional staff in the area of career programs which we
believe necessary if DVTE funding to the community college system becomes
the responsibility and function of the ICCB.

(2.) Thie position not included in total--funded by CETA.

cm

10/20/76
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Table 11

Illinois Community College Board

PROPOSED ICCB CONTRACTUAL SERVICES BUDGET FY78

Freight

Repair & Maintenance Equipment
Rental of Office Equipment
Rental of Real Estate
Professional & Technical
Cleaning
Postage
Court Reporting
Advertising
Subscriptions
Photographic
Other (Board Meetings

Total Contractual

Rental of Office Equipment:

FY77
Proposed

FY78

$ 350 $ 350

3,000 3,000
15,800 28,050
32,000 35,000
21,970 52,000

150 150
8,000 9,000
250 500
100 200

1,150 1,200
200 500

2,500 2,500

$85,470 $132,450

Xerox 9,200)
4,500

Pitney Bowes
$ 24,000

500
IBM (Transcription) 1,200
IBM (Mag-Card) 2,500

$ 28,200
Professional & Technical Services:

Legal $ 12,000
Evaluation Study 15,000
SCC Audits & MIS Consultants 10,000
Micro-film Services 15,000

$ 52,000

4 9
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Table 12

Illinois Community College Board

PROPOSED ICCB OFFICE EQUIPMENT FOR FY 1978

Equipment

No. Name

3

4

2 sets

ag

10-5-76

Micro-fiche Readers

Lateral File Cabinets

IBM Transcription
Equipment

5 0
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FY77 FY78

$1,000.00 $5,200.00

Unit
Cost

$300.00 1,500.00

325.00 1,300.00

1,200.00 2,400.00

Total Need $5,200.00



Table 13

Illinois Community College Board

PROPOSED EDUCATION DATA PROCESSING BUDGET FOR THE ICCB OFFICE

Personal Services:

Assistant Director

Programmer

Key Punch

FY77

$18,400

11,400

8,450

FY78

Total Personal Services $38,250 $43,668

Contractual:

Equipment Rental 15,131 15,318

University of Illinois 21,839 40,056

Prof. & Tech. Service -0- 6,000

Ill. Education Consortium Member-
ship Dues

7,500

Total Contractual 36,970

Commodities 2,400 3,200

Equipment -0- 866

Travel -0- 1 200

ag
10-4-76

Total EDP $77,620 $117,808

5 1
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PROPOSED FY1978 Research Grants for Community Colleges

1. A computerized ERIC document search service for community colleges
provided by Illinois institutions such as Eastern Illinois University,
Illinois State University, Bradley University and others. Grant
would include cost of searches provided for community colleges for
one year or until funds run out. This would be intended as a pilot
project to encourage the community colleges to utilize the resources
available at nearby universities.

$ 6,000.

2. Development of a Computerized Student-Flow and Transfer Study among
Illinois Senior Colleges and Community Colleges. This study would
utilize the student data of the ICCB MIS system and the computerized
student data bases at senior colleges to track student flow and pro-
vide information on transfer students.

$ 5,000.

3. Grant for the development of impact studies of community,colleges.
Request for proposals will be developed by the ICCB Research
Advisory Council with priority given to a cooperative study involving
several community colleges.

3,000.

4. Grant for the development of Follow-up Studies of Part-time students
in the community colleges of Illinois. Request for proposals will be
developed by the ICCB Research Advisory Council with priority given to
a cooperative study involving several community colleges.

3,000.

5. Grant for the development and testing of an enrollment projection model
for the community colleges. Request for proposals will be developed by
the ICCB Research Advisory Council with priority given to a cooperative
study involving several community colleges.

5,000.

6. Special analysis of part-time faculty in the community colleges of
Illinois utilizing the ICCB MIS Faculty and Staff Module. Funds would
be utilized for workshop, special computer reports, and publication.

2 000

GRAND TOTAL RESEARCH GRANTS

Note: All research grants awarded to community colleges would have to meet
definite specifications identified in the. research proposals. The proposals
would be evaluatted by the ICCB Research Advisory Council and approved by the
Illinois Connunity College Board

5.2
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lable 14

711inoi C,)liege Board

pR0TV;FD 11T:DGET FROM STATE COM:1;iNITY COLLEE

OF EAST ST. LOUIS APFOPR1ATiON FOR FY .!178

FY77 ry78

Pr.,fllnal --.,-?rv;,.--,-; 40,435. $45,042.

.-)nt.:r.tr:-..1 `;:..rvi:7,--;

Trx.H 2,5(. 1,L'O':).

2,000.

r. i.(17-; L.
1,000.

1 500

9-

Total $52,851.). $52,800.
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STATE COMMUNITY COLLEGE OF EAST ST. LOUIS

State Community College has submitted a budget request from state

funds totaling $3,650,000'21-an increase over the FY 1977 appropriation of

7.7%. Table 15 summarizes the request in expenditure object form and

compares it to those same object classifications for FY 1977.

The principal increase requested is for personal services. The proposed

increase would allOw for moving the base salary (masters degree and no

ekperience-7nine month contract) from $9,600 to $10,000. This is a modest

.'and reasonabIe;request wl-h compared to salary schedules of neighboring

colleges, with whom SCC must compete, and with other community colleges

in the state.

Ia addition to the $3,650,000 of state funds, State Community College

officials project iacome in.the Local Education Fund totaling $448,000 from

the following sources:

Tuition $323,000
Administrative Costs-Financial Aid 30,000
Vocational Education Reimbursement 80,000
Indirect Costs-Grants 5,000
Bookstore and Related Fees 5,000
Miscellaneous Income 5 000

Total $448,000

The ICCE staff would recommend approval of the budget request as submitted

by State Community College

*This constitutes the total of state funds recommended for FY 1978.
Disadvantaged student funds will not be recommended in addition to these
funds.

5 1.
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TAle 15

c.-.311;1[Ly Co11 oard

P12(T2. 11: 19.13 SaET COXYZM COLLEGE OF ZAST ST. IAIS

CQMZY COLLESE STATE COMMUNITY COLLM

0SEP, FY78 OPERATM EXPUITURES:i! 1)1)Ek,0 i:SdP,OITURES

8/.000 ; ,6

PR0PQSED FY7!

COLr, 3 COLUMN

6/15/76 TaffT[277
0R1'F1 41 FY78 PUT 2 rY75

$2,617,3)1

1.2Ca

52,574,5314 $

'Jtat:e

$2,772,000

Local

$ 32,322,0CU $

6,30") 3,800* 7,500

:)33
4
4 4,000 -0- -0-

rJintc, N,e Seryc,-2 JJ 20,000 14,350 30,000 1 45,000 45,000

5i3 LP 8,000 44 ; 14,000 14,000

41,A3 41,303 ;
21,000

13,000

-0-

r,1
3,000

5,000

11,732 61718 10,812 7,6E3 15,000 5,000 15,030

1n-Ou) 20,000 1,313 10,000 17,000 23,000 28,000

'.Jr,31 56,000 55,0T) 60,010

1,1)07 1,,130

10,000 340 8A0

10,00Q 10X 10,001;

7,500 7,500 q,300

ntenlnce) 15,000 15,000 15,200

Lihra,/ 8,955 ?WO? 55,000

17,00 41,000 17,1030 41,0100 75,030

546 Pdl!citll, ?, Dues (Institutions) 8,114 3,114 9,000

47 7,330 7,500 9,000

3 E/PME

26,730 26,390 27,000

!:.55 F.1111e Venic1es 6,E0 6,000 0,000

Ouiv. 0Dnferen,.2 'Aeetin; 350 350 500

3mlnprir,t 2,000 2,000 2,000

560

'es 170,000 170,000 170,010

562 Eq4.:!t 24,495 95,000 95,000

5 65 1,v1(1 E6,3133 60,000 65,300 65,000

,Jw:

21,000

3,0,33

5,030

5,000

60.000

13,000

10,000

9,000

15,000

55,000

75,000

9,000

9,000

27,000

500

2,000
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Summary,

State revenue has decreased, on a per student basis, in recent years

and will be lower in FY 1977, perhaps by K, than it was in FY 1974--during

a period of time when the cost of living increased by 25%: Coupled with

the lower state revenue per student is a declining tax base per student

causing most colleges to increase tuition considerably. Since tuition

increases cannot possibly cover the resultant deficiency, colleges have

had to go into various forms of deficit financing. Even with tuition increases

and increased indebtedness, colleges still had to curtail programs and

services to the detriment of quality education.

In order to improve an adverse financial situation, a budget request

for operations for the community colleges and the ICCB central office (excluding

retirement and IBA rentals) totaling $132,196,218 has been requested (see

Table 16). This compares with an appropriation received for FY 1977 of

$108,802,000 but with an appropriation recommended by the IBHE of $117,111,500.

The largest portion of the increase is for credit hour grants--equalization and

disadvantaged student grants increased only slightly. The average credit hour

grant recommended is $20.80 which is less than the $21.70 recommended by the

IBHE and included in Governor Walker's initial budget recommendations for

FY 1976, two years ago. The $20.80 also includes funds which were apportioned

separately and in addition to the $21.70 recommended in FY 1976.

5 7
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STATE COMMUNITY COLLEGE

PRONSE0 FY// OPERATING,DPENOITURES

_COLON #1 C0LOX1 #2

8T1[716-7- 9/30//6

PROPOSED FY11 AMMO FY77

5-tate Local State -----57

510 n1115
$ 38,500 $ $ 38,500 $

519 0tfier Utils
90,000 90,000

NP!!AL IMLAY

24,000 11,000 24,000 41,000

55 Office [pipent
12,218

5,218*

536 Instructona1 Equipent
82,699

65,699* 10,000

581 Service t:uuipment
1,662 7,662

5)0 01.4. E0E2111AfS

Cr6 t)tc-n-ing
135,970 115,910*

532 MI Matching
14,000 14,000

593 ChaleNck
30,000 30,000

599 Other:

Refunds

Prior ?ear's Expelditures

600 PROVISION FOR CONTINGENCY

f

1,000
1,000

50,000
50,000

25,003 25,000

1.1.1=1. emmv..1..mamw.

$3,389,300 $532,000 53,389,300 5432,000,

$3,921,300
$3 821 300

STATE C0MMONIT1 COLLEGE

PROPOSED FY78 OPERATING EPENDITURES

COLUMN #3
COON #4

8/16/76
AMENDED 9/304

DRAFT 171 FY18
DRAFT #2 F118

State Local State Local

$ 35,000 $ 35,000 $

90,000
90,000

10,000 20,000 10,000 20,000

12,000
6,000 6,000

90,000

18,000

35,000

11.=0,..Mig

50,000

9,000

140,000 140,000

15,000 15,000

35,000

8,000

.c.

10,000

9,000

-0-

25,000
?WOO

.$3,500,000 $548,000 650,000 5448,000,

$4,048,000
$4,098,000



Table 16

Illinois Community College Board

SUMMARY OF FISCAL YEAR 1978 OPERATING BUDGT RECOMENDATIONS

Budget Category
FY 1976

Appropriation
FY 1977

Appropriation
FY 1978

Recommendations

ICCB Office Total
Personal Services

650,300
(389,650)

651,300

(428,310)

856,218
(521,960)

Contractual Services ( 62,110) ( 85,470) (132,450)
Travel ( 16,290) ( 20,000) ( 28,000)
Commodities ( 8,000) ( 8,400) ( 9,800)
Printing ( 2,500) ( 2,500) ( 3,000)
Equipment ( 1,500) ( 1,000) ( 5,200)
Telecommunications ( 9,000) ( 13,000) ( 14,000)
MIS (100,000) ( 15,000) -0-
Data Processing ( 60,620) ( 77,620) (117,808)
Research -0- -0- ( 24,000)

Grants to Colleges - Total $93,363,665 $104,761,400 $127,690,000
Credit Ho:: Grants (82,357,165) ( 95,934,500) (115,783,000)
Equali7ation ( 3,100,000) ( 6,118,500) ( 6,983,000)
Sup. 2rcup.Grants ( 4,640,000) -0- -0-
Public Service Grants ( 705,000) -0- -0-
Disad. Student Grants ( 2,444,000) 2,708,400) ( 3,000,000)
Tax Collection Loss Grants -0- -0- ( 1,924,000)
Correction Instruct.Grants ( 117,500) -0- -0-**
College Formation Grants -0- -0- -0-
ETV Grants -0- -0- -0-

SCC East St. Louis $ 3,267,100 $ 3,389,300 $ 3,650,000

Subtotal-Direct Grants To
the Colleges and iB $97,281,065 $108,802,000 $132,196,218

Office
IBA Rentals 812,607,110 $ 12,607,110 $ 12,607,110
Subtotal-System Operati ns

Less Retirement $109,888,175 $121,409,110 $144,803,328
SURS Retirement-System 3,478,400 5,061,300 36,928,500*
SURS Retirement-ICCB, Office 12)100 17,600 100,229*

Total System Operations $113,378,675 $126,488,010 $181,832,057

*Based on 17.72% of payroll
**Funds for community college instruction programs at state correctional institutions

may be requested in a separate appropriation

cm
11/24/76
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11 for FY 1976 Deficiency Tn State Funding,

:n additou legular ry 19-0 operating budget -ecommenc!dtionr for

the 1lLinis puhlic community colloge system totaling :,181,332,05i (as sho',:n

lfl Tible 16 on pa . the ICCB lo requestirn! $19,387,000 fa !! partial

reimbursement ,f the deficiency in state Eunding for FY 1976.

The .19,7,(100 is 70% of the total deficiency of $27,695,700 incurred

1976 when community college enroil.,00t greatly exceeded state funds

An n- supplemental or deficiemiy apnropriatin was approved during

19". In 17 1976 legislative credit hour grant rates of $21.70, $19.20,

.17.61 for baccalaureate/occupational, remedia1-dev2lopmenta1/vocationa1

and other general studies courses respectively were severely prorated

to Sif:.T), $16.50, and $14.95. Restnration of these funds is essential to

cr:ahio diJricts to meet the financial obligations incurred from hiring, on

a pe-Jnent basiG, additional faculty and staff to accommodate r.cre than

_), 0 FTE students than for which state funds were provided.

The leyleat for only. 707 of the total deficiency hy the ICCB is based

un the oevere limitation on state funding; (2) the fact that 70%

the a!,:proximate amount :)f direct costs, such as instructional

:1:.ries, In rhe community college budgets as opposed to fixed cotits wkick

-dministrative overhead; and (3) the fact that 70% is the :-arrlount

0 t1ie 7P.HE for calculation of the enrollment growth aportftnment

f,:'r FY 1977.


